














































































































































3:00 - 3:30

3:30 - 3:45

10:30 - 11 :30

11 :30 -12:00
12:00 - 1:00 P.M.
1:00 - 2:30
2:30 - 3:00

Questionnaire Method

The questionnaire listed 62 goal statements covering the range of issues
covered in the presentation and discussions. Respondents were asked to
rank the importance to them personally of each statement. Numerical
values were assigned to the four possible choices, with a 1 given to "Very
Important", 2 to "Important", 3 to "Of Little or No Importance", and 4 to
"Undesirable". The responses were keypunched and tabulated by
computer. "Mean Scores" were used to compare preferences: the lower
the mean score, the greater the importance.

The agenda for each regional meeting was scheduled as follows:

9:30 -10:00 A.M. Registration and coffee
10:00 - 10:30 Welcome from meeting chairman; introductions;

CMF background; plans for the day
Minnesota Trends - a graphics presentation of the

trends affecting Minnesota's future
Discussion of trend implications in groups
Lunch
Continue discussion groups
Report back - reports from each discussion group in
plenary session
"Which direction do you prefer?" - a survey of forum

participants
Conclusions; participants' reactions; where do we go

from here?

Principal agenda items included a slide presentation of trends affecting
Minnesota's future, a summary of the Commission's work; a choice of
three types of discussion groups - economic perspectives, environ
mental perspectives and social perspectives; and a questionnaire survey of
goal preferences among participants.

Meetings were held as follows:
Estimated Questionnaires

Region Location Date Attendance Returned and
Tabulated

1 Crookston May1 45 19
2 Bemidji April 28 40 29
3 Eveleth April 23 35 23
4 Fergus Falls April 29 35 18
5 Brainerd April 19 40 26
6E Litchfield April 13 50 18
6W Montevideo April 14 65 49
7W St. John's April 15 45 27
8 Slayton April 9 70 44
9 North Mankato April 6 35 17

10 Rochester April 7 60 41
11 Twin Cities May 13 180 92

TOTAL 700 403

Background

During April and May 1976, a series of public meetings was held
throughout Minnesota, one each in 12 of the 13 Regional Development
Commission areas. The purpose of the meetings was to discuss with the
general public major issues affecting the future of the state, including
housing, employment, education, health, transportation, energy, environ
ment, agriculture, population and governance.
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Characteristics of Respondents

The respondents were those who had heard about and chose to attend the
meetings. The responses, therefore, are not representative of all state
residents.

Overall, the respondents can be characterized by:

Age Sex

Under 17
18 - 24 years old
25-34
35- 44
45-54
55-64
65 and older

Each meeting was co-sponsored by the area Regional Development
Commission, and in some cases additional regional groups such as
chambers of commerce, universities, colleges and civic groups concerned
with the future. Personal invitations were sent to selected leaders
representing a variety of different interest groups, including business,
agriculture, minorities, consumers, environmentalists, educators and
local and regional governmental officials. The general public was also
invited through news releases in local newspapers and radio and television
broadcasts. In addition, several "open mike" and discussion programs
over radio and television provided information and stimulated interest in
the meetings.



Overall Results

Mean scores and rankings for each goal by age, sex, discussion group and
region are shown on Charts A and B.

Environmental and energy goals were strongly supported by respondents,
accounting for 7 of the top 8 ranked goals (all with mean scores less than
1.6).

Lowest ranked goals included increases in social services and job and
income guarantees (though the latter were controversial). Also low ranked
were pUblic expenditures for culture and the arts, increased emphasis on
college education, and innovations in education (such as computer use).
Highway development was clearly preferred over development of public
transportation systems, including the metropolitan area.

Variations Among Respondents

Responses varied slightly by place of residence, age, sex, and discussion
group participation; similarities of responses were more pronounced than
were differences, however. With increasing age, respondents were
inclined to be more concerned with crime, more opposed to educational
innovation, more opposed to income equity and job guarantees, were less
interested in outdoor recreational opportunities, more supportive of
highway construction, more opposed to energy and environmental
controls, more opposed to governmental provision of social services
(including public transportation), more supportive of economic develop
ment (even with environmental sacrifices if necessary), and consider
consumer information less important.

Women were slightly more inclined than men to favor the conservation of
land and energy, support income equity, support culture and the arts,
favor consumer information, and place less importance on new road and
highway construction.

Participants were about equally distributed in number among the types of
discussion groups. Responses of discussion group participants indicate
only slight differences, contrary to expectations. Participants in economic
discussion groups indicated a slightly greater emphasis on economic
development and population growth, opposed highway construction
curtailment, and gave less support for controls on energy use. Participants
in environmental discussion groups placed less emphasis on population
and employment shifts from urban to rural areas, more emphasis on the
conservation of energy and land, and tended to support restricting urban
sprawl. Participants in the social discussion groups tended to be more
supportive of income equity, health and education opportunities, job
guarantees, legal counsel, and public transportation.
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Regional Variations

The following represent variations from overall state responses.

Region 1 - Northwest. Strong support for rural population and
employment growth, energy conservation, environmental
protection and agricultural development, but less concerned
about land preservation. More desire for public services,
including health, education, and recreation than other areas.

Region 2 - Headwaters. Tends to be more concerned with residential
sprawl, supports peat development and school aid; but
opposes income guarantees more than other areas of the
state.

Region 3 - Arrowhead. Strong support for all kinds of economic growth,
with environmental sacrifices if necessary. Strong support
for public-private cooperation and for new highway
construction; low support for agricultural issues. Tends to
be more supportive of public service expansion, including
culture and the arts, day care, guaranteed income, and
particularly education, than other areas.

Region 4 - West Central. Strong opposition to guaranteed income and
income redistribution. Supportive of programs that encour
age maximum agricultural production.

Region 5 - (Cass, Crow Wing, Morrison, Todd and Wadena counties).
Supportive of economic development and highways, with
environmental sacrifices if necessary. Strongly opposes
more public services, including education, recreation, legal
services, day care, culture and the arts. Opposes increased
governmental regulation of land, water and energy.

Region 6E - (Kandiyohi, McLeod, Meeker and Renville counties).
Strongly supportive of better highway's. Tends to favor
restricting urban sprawl; less opposition to income equity
than other areas.

Region 6W -(Big Stone, Chippewa, Lac Qui Parle, SWift, and Yellow
Medicine counties). Strong support for economic growth,
with environmental sacrifices if necessary. Emphasizes
protection of the family farm. More inclined to support job
and income guarantees than other parts of the state.

Region 7W -Central Minnesota. Strong opposition to all types of govern
mental controls over energy,. land use, housing and health.
Favors minimal public services of all kinds including health,
education, transportation, day care. Least support in state
for energy research and development. Among all areas of the
state, the least support for economic expansion.



Region 8 - Southwest. Strong support of agricultural issues, including
control of rural land prices, support of family farms, and
highway construction.

Region 9 - (Blue Earth, Brown, Faribault, LeSueur, Martin, Nicollet,
Sibley, Waseca, and Watonwan counties). Tends to support
protection of agricultural land, more than other parts of the
state.

Region 10 - Southeast. Strongly opposes income equity and job
guarantees. Does not support agricultural issues as strongly
as most other "outstate" areas.

Region 11 - Twin Cities Metropolitan Area. Very strong support for
environmental and energy control measures. Less support
for an urban to rural shift of population and employment
than other areas. Tends to support the curtailment of new
highway construction.

There is strong support in all areas of the state for the number 1 ranked
goal - "encourage the recycling of nonrenewable resources". The number
2 overall ranked goal - "accelerate solar energy research" - is least
supported in region 7-W. The number 3 ranked goal - "protect areas of
unique or fragile environment" - is least supported in regions 3, 5 and
7-W. The number 4 ranked goal - "develop fuel conservation policies" 
gained least support in regions 5 and 7-W. The number 5 ranked goal 
"establish priorities for water use" - was likewise least supported in
regions 5 and 7-W.

Areas of the state most supportive of shifts in population and employment
from urban to rural areas, include regions 1, 3, 6-W and 9; least supportive
was region 11.

Environmental protection was most supported by the meeting participants
in region 11, and least supported by meeting participants from regions 3,
5, and 7-W.

Agriculture issues were supported most by participants from regions 1,
6-W, and 8 - the western one-third of the state and the most rural area.
Agriculture issues were least supported by the eastern one-third of the
state - or regions 3, 10 and 11.

Regions 2 and 6-E tended to support restrictions on urban sprawl, while
regions 1 and 5 were most opposed.

Economic expansion was supported most strongly in regions 1, 3 and 5
and least supported in region 7-W.

Guaranteed income was most strongly opposed in regions 5 and 10 and
least opposed in region 6-W.

Public/private cooperation was supported in regions 1 and 3, while
opposed in regions 5 and 7-W.

There was general support for energy controls in the state, except in
regions 5 and 7-W.

Moderate support for day care centers was indicated in regions 3 and 11,
.but strongly opposed in regions 5 and 7-W.

The Commission on Minnesota's Future will take into account the results
of these meetings in its report to the Governor and the legislature. The
information and opinions will be evaluated and considered as background
information - along with a wide range of research materials - in reaching
its conclusions and making its recommendations. While the information
from the questionnaires, summarized here, cannot be considered
representative of broad public opinion, it does represent the valid opinions
of a variety of representatives of business, agriculture, government, labor,
education and civic organizations who have one common interest 
Minnesota's future.
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Goal Statements Ranked by Mean

Highest 15

1. #39 Adopt policies to encourage the recycling of nonrenewable
resources (such as glass, aluminum, steel, and chrome used in
cars) along with the creation of a market for these materials in the
state.

2. #21 Accelerate solar energy research.

3. #10 Protect areas of unique or fragile environment (rivers, shorelines,
wilderness and scenic areas) from development that might cause
damage.

4. #43 Develop fuel conservation policies that reduce present consump
tion and assure long range supplies.

5. # 2 Establish priorities for water use before water shortages occur.

6. #32 Require the use of energy-saving construction methods and
materials for new homes.

7. # 6 Reduce crime in the state.

8. #36 Establish and enforce strong control measures to protect the
state's lakes and streams from pollution.

9. # 1 Make it easier to get financing for buying and remodeling older
homes.

10. #38 Emphasize more individual responsibility for health care (such as
through good nutrition and exercise).

11. #20 Adopt and enforce strict energy conserving policies in transpor
tation, land use, and building construction.

12. #49 Protect land with high agricultural productivity from losses to non
agricultural activities, such as urban development.

13. #37 Encourage the expansion of employment opportunities through
out Minnesota.

14. #55 Encourage energy conservation through financial incentives (such
as car pools, car licensing costs based on fuel efficiency).

15. #50 Establish priorities for allocating energy resources, such as oil and
gas.
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Goal Statements Ranked by Mean

Lowest 15

48. #40 Develop Minnesota's peat resources to help meet the state's
energy needs.

49. # 3 Encourage a shift in population and employment growth from
urban and metropolitan areas to small towns and and rural areas.

50. # 5 Achieve greater equality of income among state residents.

51. #59 Provide day care centers for children of working parents.

52. #30 Guarantee a job for everyone in the state who wants one.

53. #61 Provide public financial support for culture and the arts.

54. #58 Develop a rapid transportation network to connect all major cities
of the state.

55. #15 Curtail the construction of new roads and highways.

56. #51 Guarantee all adult residents of incomes large enough to meet
basic needs.

57. #22 Increase the use of the computer as an educational instructional
aid.

58. #57 Increase emphasis on education beyond college (graduate school
training).

59. #13 Reduce the amount of energy available for residential use.

60. #34 Increase the number and kinds of social services that government
provides for people of Minnesota.

61. # 7 Discourage persons from moving to Minnesota.

62. # 8 Promote the growth of employment opportunities across the state
even if it means a sacrifice of air and water quality.
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CHART A - Goals for Minnesota Questionnaire Crooksto Bemidji Eveleth Fergus Falls Brainerd Willmar Montevideo St. John's Slayton Mankato Rochester Non-Metro TC Metro State

Responses by Region Rel!'ion 1 Region 2 Region 3 Region 4 Region 5 Region 6E Region 6W Region 7W Region 8 Rell:ion 9 Re2ion 0 T "' Reo-ion 11 Total
44 17 41 1 '2 403

KEY: o below 1.6 mean U 3. a mean or above !:::, Bi-modal
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean ean
Sc~re Ran' Scar Rank Score Rank Score Rank Score Rank Scare Ran Score kank Score Rank Score Rank Score Rank Score Ran Score Rae Score Rank core Rank

l. Make it easier to get financing for bUying nnd remodeling
.5~ 15 1.65 ~.3~ ~.5~ ~.~ (50 (1.5~ (6g ~.5j G·~older homes. 12 3 4 3 , 1.43 5 1.96 12 7 1.82 17 1.80 12 7 11 ,

2: Establish priorities for vater use before vater shortages occur. .3) 5 iI.' 2 (, 7 tj 3 1.88 15 (39 5 t3~ 3 1.85 6 ~.5~ 7 (3~ 5 1.61 7 (5~ 4 ~·3 10 1.54 5

3. Encourage a shift in population and employment growth from urban
1.94 30 2.64 2.04 42 1and reetropolitan areas to small towns and rural areas. 53 30 2.50 44 2.36 32 2.33 40 1.98 25 2.85 51 2.37 42 2.00 25 2.77 53 2.36 2.91 60 2.49 4'

4. Arrange for school facilities to be open for general conmuni'ty 1.63 l' 1. 62 10 1.61 , 1.78 12 1.62 7 18 Iuse. 1.72 16 1.79 21 1.92 10 2.09 28 2.00 25 2.19 2' 1.85 1.83 l' 1.85 17

5. Achieve greater equality of incooe among state residents. 2.35 48 ' 2.28 41 2.26 44 2.83 55 2.58 43 332.12 2.24 38 2.78 48 2.67 53 2.33 38 2.92 56 2.51 49 2.43 49 2.49 50
6. Reduce criI:le in the state. .50 14 1.5J 7 1.61 , 1.61 8 1.39 2 1.59 15 1.51 8 (~ (I. 54 (5<l {581 4 1. 87 l' 1.5 6 5 1.64 13 7

7. Discourage persons from moving to Kinnesota. .59 62 ~.1~ 61 p.4~ 62 p.55j 52 p.5q 62 3.1 61 3.2 62 p.091 59 p.60 p.351 61 ~.3 p.~ p. 23
1 p.3~62 60 62 61 61

e. Promote the growth of employment opportunities across the state G g H A 1; ~ B B [j EJ B ~_even if it t::cans a s<Jcrifice of ;:lir and vater qua1it:r. .3 61 62 60 61 42 62 60 62 60 62 3.5 62 61 62 62
-- L--

9. !-~ke options or altcrr.atives (such as open or continuous progress
34classes) available to all students. 1.74 24 1.88 24 2.04 32 2.39 39 2.36 32 1.94 26 2.32 44 2.29 28 2.10 29 2.35 39 2.36 40 2.19 33 2.03 30 2.15

10. Protect areas of c.nique or fragile environnent (ri....ers, shore-

~ 01 e G 8 8 (0 G (0 G Qlines. vlildereess anc scenic areas) from development that m.ight 5 4 1.83 20 4 1.84 14 3 7 1.92 10 4 1 1 3 1 3

cause dZLage.

11. Reduce inflation in rural land prices. 2.53 51 2.43 46 2.45 54 2.55 47 2.37 35 2.80 56 2.33 47 2.35 30 1.90 20 2.18 35 2.76 52 2.39 44 2.31 42 2.38 42
- - ~-- ---.--

12. Expand public transit in ~iinnesota's cities over 10,DOO
population. 2.00 32 2.11 35 2.09 34 2.05 24 2.43 37 1.94 27 2.13 35 2.55 39 2.28 37 1.94 22 2.15 25 2.18 32 2.03 30 2.14 33

-
I~ ~ ~ ,& 0 B 0

.- -Js\ ~--:R· B A B13. Reduce the aIilount of energy available for residential use. 2.72 58 2.90 58 61 60 60 58 61 60 58 61 59 59 5'

14. Provide more public outdoor recreational opportunities. 1.95 31 2.56 50 2.27 47 2.61 49 2.81 51 2.35 43 2.33 46 2.59 41 2.64 51 2.35 39 ,2.29 33 2.44 i 45 2.23 38 2.39 44
._.

ir.., 3.0j ~ 54 ~ 59 f!1 8~34 B ~ 1/6\15. Curtail the construction of new roads and highways. 59 2.27 40 59 2.78 54 58 59 2.65 50 1 2 •49 45 2.33 45 55
1-. - ------

16. Expand the availability of health care services. especially 1.68 22 1. 76 1. 7. J 11 j 1. 83 20 1G 2.i2123
I

18 1. 74 16 2.0S 24 10 1. 83 16 1.94 22 1. 95 , 17 1.83 17 I 1. 94 27 1. 85 18
in rural areas. i C--.- -_.- f-_.... 1---.._- ._--. ---- ......----t-- 16 16

--
17. Limit the utilization of the state's unrlO'neloiable resources 1.67 21 2.03 30 2.35 50 1. 94 17 2.32 29 1.83 20 1. 66 15 1.90 19 G 9 1.72 11 1.90 20 1.84 21 1.89 19

(such as minerals) so that future supplies are availab~e.
--~

G 8 4

-- --- -- -- ._--- -- - -- - 1------
IS. Support continuance of family farlaS as efficient management 11 1. 75 16 2.26 44 1. 94 20 1.69 9 G 12

1 (0) 4 8 1 8 11 2.22 30 1.71 13 2.12 35 1.81 16
organizations.

- ------ - -- - ---- - - ---~-
_._- - -- --- - ~_.-_. ~ ._._+

/\ i1
I

A16

--- ---- - - _. ------ _.. -

19. Provide public 10IJIk projects for those on public assistance
271 !ituntil they find v."ork. 1.84 27 1.76 18 1.91 26 2.28 34 26 19 1.88 18 1. 70 14 2.17 27 1.95 22 2.05 32 1.97 24

20. }~dopt and enforce strict energy conserving policies in (\
!~

: A Q Q Qtransportation. la!'_d use. and building construction. .37 5 1. 64 11 1.61 9 1.61 8 2.12 23 8 1.70 16 20 1.77 15 10 9 1.71 14 8 1. 67 11

21. Accelerate solar energy research. .~ 3 Q 1 Q 1 Q 1 iQ 5 C) 3 (~ 2 1.85 4 Q 3 Q 7 Q 7 W 1 Q 6 IQ 2

22. Increase the use of the co~puter as an educational instrt:ctior.al 2.05 35 2.67 54 2.30 48 2.59 48 i~~ 56 2.75 53 2.87 57 B 56 2.62 ,0 2.94 57 2.89 54 2.73 55 2.59 54 2.70 57
aid.

23. Encourage a decrease in the use of automobiles to save energy. 1.89 29 1.93 26 2.26 44 l~ 32 2.35 31 1.83 20 , 1.80 22 i..~ 29 2.31 39 2.00 25 2.10 24 2.09 28 1.77 16 2.01 26

24. Encourage business to provide t::.ore of the needed public 2.21 40 2.07 31 2.13 37 2.47 42 2.42 36 2.17 34 i 2.25 39 /8\ 53 2.13 31 8 43 2.30 34 2.29 37 2.25 40 2.28 37
services and facilities.

25. Provide equal finar-cia1 support (the sa~e amount per student) 12 .67 56 2.00 29 2.35 50 8 46 Ij~ 18 2.35 43 i 2.27 40 A 27 2.36 41 2.47 5 2.54 47 2.33 39 2.53 52 2.38 43
for public schools in all school districts in the state..

26. Restrict the spral:l of residential und cOlO!:ercial development

~ Q 9i~ ~25it:. rural areas. 53 1. 75 16 2.13 37 2.17 29 2.50 39 29 2.26 26 2.05 27 2.24 31 2.11 29 1.83 20 2.05 29

27. Encourage maximum production of cash grain prodt:.cts (lo1heat.

Il~ 381 l~soybeans. corn) for export. .00 32 2.14 37 2.13 37 1.87 14 2.36 32 41 2.58 40 2.19 33 2.94 7 2.92 55 2.36 41 2.33 44 2.35 39

28. Include more career-oriented education in elementary and
I~ 39 2.32 43 2.17 40 2.19 31 1.96 17 2.53 47 2.17 37 L..\ 36 2.24 38 2.53 8 2.30 34 2.26 35 2.36 48 2.28 36

secondary schools.

Increase consu~er representation in health-care decisions ., I
L~29. 8 1. 78 21 1.87 22 2.11 26 2.04 19 2.29 38 1.98 25 31 2.03 26 2.47 5 2.30 34 2.06 25 1.84 22 2.01 25

(such as rate settin~).

30. Guarantee a job for everyone in the state who V.'ar:ts one. .65 55 j~ 52 2.43 52 ,~ 52 I~ 54 2.76 54 j~ 35 j~ 45 l~ 44 j~ 3 IQ 57 j~ 53 2.34 46 l/.~ 52

3l. Develop more year-round school programs. .26 42 2.37 45 1.90 24 2.ll 26 IA 51 i1s 43 2.70 55 ~ 56 2.52 46 2.41 3 2.49 46 2.49 48 2.35 47 2.46 46

32. Require the use of energy-saving construction t:\ethods and 0 1 l.j 8 1.65 14 t, 2 1.68 8 G 12 1.65 13 2.15 19 1.68 10 ~.3~ 2 1~·54 5 1.61' 8 8 3 1.57 6
materials for new homes.
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State
Total

2.20 36 2.31 38

2.87 58 ~ 60

2.05 32 35

I
1.89 24 [1.74 j 13

8 7 :1.62 1 10

Non Metro TC Metro
Total Region 11)

1. 66 I 9

38 2.34 40

34 2.29 36

!

59 B 60

16 1. 70 : 12

13 1.67 10
i

2.33

Rochester
Region 10

Mankato
Region 9

61 B 60

36 2.37 42 2.30

48 lA 47

11 2.12 31' 1.88

14 1. 70 14 i 1.83

Slayton
Region 8

2.21

2.56

1.68

1.73

1.71

61

232.22

421A 34
1'----

56

44 I/~ 44
f'----'

2.85

2.32

Montevideo St. Johns
Region 6W Region 7W

G
If

25 I~~ 11

60

40

37 I 2.31

:8 12 1.71 17 1.74

25 12.28

50 1 2 • 3332 IJih
I---

2.32~ 29 ;8
2.22

I

1.94 20

2.33 37 2.15

1.78 12 8

F:~:~~nF:ll :::~:~r; 1~;~~:r6E
IF

30

36

16

58

Eveleth
Region 3

1. 74

34 2.04

60 2.91

44 2.09

130

Bemidji
Region 2

2.10

2.35

1.69

22

60

15

45

Crookston
Region 1

2.94

2.31

1.68

Mean ean Mean Mean I ean ,Mean ean Mean ean ean Mean ean IMean ean
Score Rank Score Rank Score Rank Score' Rank core Rank Score Rank Score Rank Score Rank Score Rank Score Rank Score Rank Score Rank Score Rank Scozre Rank

1('\
1.53

D Bi-modalo 3.0 Mean or above

Ch'l:rt A - Page Two

KEY: 0 Below 1. 6 mean

35. Y..ake a variety of educational opportunities available to person
of all ages in schools or their homes through advanced co=unic
tions (two-way television. video tape, etc.)

37. F.ncourage the expansion of emplo}'T!!ent opportunities throughout
l~innesota.

36. Establish and enforce strong cor-trol tJeasures to protect the
state's lakes <'!TId strean.s froD pollution.

38. Emphasize I:Iore i:1.tI1.vicual responsibility for health care (such
as through good nutrition and exercise).

33. Establish policies which assure water supplies for agricultural
irrigation.

34. Increase the number anc kinds of social services that govern
ment provides for people of Hinnesota.

39. Adopt policies to encourage the recycling of non-renewable
resources (such ;:!.s glass, "lumir..um. steel and chrot::!e used in (9
cars) along ~·lith the creation of a market for these tr.aterials 1.16
in the st:1te.

1. 52 1.65 14 G 81.44 1

I I

40. neve lop 1'!innesot.:l' $ peat resources to help tteet the state I s
ener'gy r:eeds. 2.44 50 2.18 38 2.09 34 2.47 42 2.69 47 2.67 51 2.33 47 2.52 37 2.44 45 2.56 49 2.65 50 2.45 46 2.58 53 '2.48 48

41. Develop senior citizer:s service centers throughout the state. 2.12 38 12.44 47 2.00 28 2.33 37 2.64 45 2.33 40 2.38 50A 38 2.66 52 2.18 35 2.35 39 .39 43 2.25 I 41 1:<.36 40

2.G3 55 2.37 1 41

1.95 I 28 )1.95 23

1.42 1.0, 4

.94 21

.5~ 6

2.10 3849

192.02

2.55

21 12.. 31

9~

35 A 332.20

1.90

1.67

21

16

13

24 2.07

2.00

27 2.172.':10

1. 85

8
27

17

53 ~ 39 11.94

44 1.71 10 1.82

11 1.83 13 '8
2.73

2.50

1.72

26

552.48

1.91

52 2.31 422.60

2.00

44. Protect the [arter fr01:'l Circct exposure to international
market uncertair.tics .:JnJ varirrbility.

4:?. Increasf> opportunitieg for citizens to be involved in decision
rnakin~ it! the schools. 32 1.71 I' 14

-::43:-.-'D=-,v-e:-Jo-p-;-fc-'e1-,-on-,,-rv-a C-:'i-or.-p-=o17ic7ie-s-'th:-a-t-re7ciu-ce-p-r-es-en:-t-co-n_-+(--=-:,\4 - -!Q~
stJJ:::ption nnd asstl-::-e long r.:ln~e supplies. ~.42 12 ~.4~ I 3

27

47

.01

.47

.04 28

2.11 31

2.08 30

1. 76 15

2.31 43

1. 90 25

1.86 23

1. 65 14

1.99 29

1.94 26

2.06 26

2.52 50

25

48

19 12.13 30

2.15

2.55

12.02

30

39

.65 13 1.87 14 [1.80 15

.12 33

1.82 17

2.07

2.35

1. 76 16 2.02 19 2.08 27

30

24

34

47

43

57

12

2.55

2.12

2.38

1.92

30 2.40 32

27 2.e3 50 2.20

31 I/~ 47

49 I~ 54 2.90

43 I/~ 45

34 A 42

19 2.20 22 1.70

2.31

2.04

2.06

2.11

36

52

.44 46

1.94 27

2.72

2.22

1.83 20 1. 77

:A 55 2.35

28 2.23 28

15 2.14 24

15 L~ 38

49 2.79 48

2.12

1.88

1.88

2.61

28

24

52

2.00

1. 9132

33

27 g

2.07

2.08

2.50 I 48 2.43

1.96

1.88 28

1. 63 19

A 37

52. Expand :lOd improve programs to help alcoholics and other
chelllica11y-depe:,dent people.

53. Develop new public transportation systems.

4R. Yake health care serv1.ces in rural areas easier to get to.

5~~i1 adult resider:.ts of incomes large enough to
meet their basic needs.

45. Assure' i1def\uate lor,al cOt.:lC<;el to all people in ci,..il court
cnses huch n~ I'".nrringe 2issolution and. contrnct disputes).

4f. reve10p greater cooper.:l.tion cet~:een private industry <lnd
F;overnment _

/,]. Fnccurog? th~ constnlction of hCl!sinj; v..hich conserves lar:.d
(such ,15 tOt~n 'IOl:-SeS .:l.nd cor.domiciucs)_

Ir '\
i~.5Y 15 1.78 20 1.86 21 2.23 35 2.50 39 2.00 31 2.00

---~_.------+-t---t-+-f---+---+--+---J-+--t--t--I--f-.---
I~ 15 1.89! 25 1.80 18 2.00; 23 1.96 16 :1.82 17 1.71 17 1.92 1.90 21 2.08 34 1.91 20I\p3) _-+--_.Jr-~~+--+---+----f---:::=+-+--+--+,,:-i--f---+_+-.9-4-+-22-+,2-.-0-3

+2_2---.J_'_.8_6--+'_9_-I-_+_-+ _

_49_._~_~_0~_~_~_:a_~_;_n_i~_U_~~_~_~_o~_i_~h_ct_~_~~_;_~_~;_~_u:_:_~_hP_:_~d_~_~_~~_:_i_~~_v_;_~~_;_m_;~_;_:_es_....,.I/,=2=1=::O,l-:3.:.5--+.:.1.'-7.:.9~.:.22'-_l'~~._484'_--1_'_.9_4_,I~17_+'",.o80_'_2_ ..G~_ 1. 62_ r_12-j",J=.,0=~4=T_'_4_tH,,1._5"'5-+---f~"-._35L.j-_r'-.7_0-+_'_0-Li1_._7_0+11_+'_.6_0-+'_2_+-'._.'_8_'_2 _

'50. Establish priorities for allocating energy resources, such as f""'\. 1\
oil and ga::;. (1.39) 1.71 14 1.62 12 1.67 I 10 1..20\ 27

j~ 53 G I, 59 2.33 49 8 1
57 ~ 59

1. 92 22.81 17'1.9618

54. Assure adequate ·health care for residents who cannot afford

to pay for it. 1.76 25 2.14 36 1.64 13 2.17 29 2.09 21 .83 20 L80 23 2.23 25 2.02 25 1.88 20 ~.95

55. Er:cournge energy con;ervation through financial in~ce;,:n~t;:;1v;;e:;s--r=-t--t-_t--t_-t_-+-+-+-T--1-;/:;:-....~--r_-+_-+~/\-,-r_-j--+--+--\--'--i-i---+--+-+-+---
(such as car pools, car licensing costs based on fue~ ef- Q 12 1.96 28 1.90 23 1.94 20 2.11 22 .50 1.65 13 .8 7 1.85 17 G 11 It..87 15 1.80 ~ 9 1.74 ,1 14
finiency). It:Y "-./ Q 1 ~

2.33 47

2.50 56 Q 59

51 2.60 42

2.90 56

2.41 45

2.84 58

.23 37

.632.90

2.462.42 42

Q 58Q 59

0\ 53402.31

522.87

2.45

2.91 592.83 57

'2:.18 35

.79 48

55 .65 462.83432.2349

562.81

2.51

562.67

56. Offer citizens a "'ide choice of housing types and lotations.

57. Inc.rease emphasis on education beyond college (graduate school
training) .

2.28 43

A 41

2.19 41 2.44 41

2.41 40 t?;l 58

2.60 54

.w 53

2.13 32

.24 3Q

.70 57

2.43 49

1.82 8

.62

.22

.65 . 54

2.58 b1

2.18 28

2.46 43

2.47 44

2.38 41

2.29 37

2.69 51

1-88 20

2.81 55

23

54

55

2.71

2.57 49

1-92

2.78

55

.80 49

3.~ 58

2.92

2.42 33

53

33

52

2.64 54

2.64

.61

2.07

2.61 49

2.05 32

2.62 50

2.53 47

.84 53

.62 44

Ib.1 57

2.23 i 35

2.67 51

57

33

42

2.71

2.23

2.05

57

39

55

50

2.86

2.24

2.69

2.55452.31

61- Provide pUblic financial support for culture and the arts.

60. Limit mining expansion in order to protect \o-ild~rness areas~

59. Provide day care centers for children of wor1d.ng parenes.

58. Develop a rapid transportation network to connect all major
cities of the state.

62. Provide better consumer information so that individuals can
make better decisions on personal e>.-penditures .. such as for
housing, food. clothing.

1. 78 26 1.85 23 1.81 19 1.94 \ 17 2.04 ~O 1.82 17 .06 32 .92 2.15 32 .06 29 2.05 23 .98 24 1.71 15 .92 21
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2. Establish priorities for water use before '..-a.ter shortages occur.

1. Make it easier to get fir.anci::g fo::." bu:ic~ .:led re!llCdeling
older homes.

3. Enc.ourage a shirt in population ~nd ecp:!-o;m.ent growth from urban
and reetropo1itan arens to s::-.a11 tc.....-ns 2llC ~r.:t1 area.s.

60
No Grou

2.36 49

~.4

58

10

9 i!-.4~

2.36 38 2.81

1.65

1.62

Discussion Groun
Economic Environmental Social

110 106 127
Mean 1'1ean lfiean
Score Ranl Score RAnk Score Rank

2.60 55

~.4

G 10

2.45 46

249 116
Mean Mean
Score Rank Score tRank

~.5J 6
1.72

6 ~.6~ 5

37 2.59 41

8 1.62

1 r59
51 2.37

4 1.43

43 ;:-s;

re
Age 35-44 .. Age 45-54 Age 55-64 Age 65/+

29
Mean liean Mean Mean
Score Rank ticore RAnk Score Rank Score !Rank

53 2.39

11 ~.5~

10 1.62

Age 25-34

ean
core Rank

60 2.49

17 1M

21
Age 18-24

1.62

Mean
Score Rank

. ~.3~

otal Res onses

!:l Bi-moda1

CHART B - Goals for Minnesota Questionnaire
Responses by Age, Sex, and Discussion
Croun

KEY: U BeloW' 1.6 mean 03.0 mean or above

4. Arrange for scheo1 facilities to be open for genera.1 com:r:ccity 10 1. 70 17 1.85 15 1.87 19 2.00 21 1.n 11 1. 86 17 1. 74 16 1. 96 21 1. 79 15 1.73 19

2.02 30

2.31 44

B 62

B 61

~ 10

62

44

61

33

2.48

f54
B 62

621lB 61

2.52 52 2.70 55

2.08 33 2.30 37 2.16

1.63 13 1.66 12

B 61

2.45 47

B 62

~.5~ 8

4 ~ 2

1 (.~ 1

62 B 62

48 2.67 45

71 ~.37

61 G
62 B

52 2.53

61 :~

34 2.15 34: 2.13 33 2.34 36 2.38 33 \ 2.17 34

61

62 B 62

45 2.59 53! 2.54

19 1.75 12 !f5~

2.37

1. 74

24 2.05

59

62

49

10

2.95

.5~

2.215. Achieve zrezter equality of ir.cot'le .:u::ong state residents.

(.. Reduce crir::te in the litate.

7. Dincoc.rage persons frot:: mO""ing to ~:i!::::'2sota.

B. Promote the growth of c;:;p10~ent eppcrtu~::'ties .:icrC$S tr.~ ::;tate
even if it cC'ans a ~"c::-ifice o~ cir il:lC ·~·<1t",r quulity.

10. Protect ;J.::."C<l.$ c.f l'.niqu~ 0:: fnl~.~:!.!C' ('r.·;ircr.;:':~r:t (::-'::'ve::-: .';:-tC::-E:

] ines, , ..ildcrress "ra' nceeic nrens) freD cicvo?lcpm",ct ~_..ig:~t
caus", dnr::af,e.

11. Reduce inflntior. in 't"llral 1ilne. prices. 2.00 33 2.23
I

40 2.46 46 12.38 45 2.47 45 2.22 27 2.36 42 2.32 40 2.55 47 2.28 37 2.25 41

2.14 40 2.25 42 2.38 41 2.45 50 2.41 40 2.50 40

37 2.42 49 1'\ 57 ~ 57 A I 55 ~ 57 M 57 2.41 48 ~ 56 R 49

,
2.31 45

2.56 56

2.06 33
... r-'l

13.0~ 60

31

36

59

2.07

2.89

2.41 47 2.55 46 2.28

2.01 28 2.25 34

Vl:-j 60 ~. 2~ 60

2.15 33

2.34 40

p.o~ 60

32 2.16 35: 2.13 33 2.24 1 33 2.48 39

2.78

1.99

58

20

2.05

2.84

1.71

14. Provide more pu1J!ic outdoor recreat::,ocill opportunities.

15. Curtail the construction of new roads ane high'l-.Tays.

12. rxpa::-.d public trnrsit in "iunesotn.'$ cities ave', 10,000
population.

13. Reduce the Uf;;Ol'.r.t of cnerZy nva;lable for resicf'ntiul use.

16. Expand the av.ai1nbi1ity of health care services, especially
in rural areas. 1.76 24 1.79 21 1.90 18 1.91 22 1.84 15 1.89 13 1.88 18 1.78 18 1.92 17 2.01 24 1.67 16

2.66 57

1.72 17

1.64 14

1.4~ 1 ~.4J

2.65 52 2.76 55

1.63 10 1.63 12

2.76 57

1. 62 11

2.65 55

1. 63 10

3 1.49) 3 f6lJ 41 1.44

22 2.72 56 2.89 57 2.96 5557 2.532.61

1.66

21. .'_cce1erate solar energy research.

22. ';~~~ease the usc of th£> cOI:'puter as ~.n ecucatior.a1 instructional' 2.67 I 56

17. l.i:mit the utilization of the state's nnrenewable resources
(such as rainerals) so t1'.ut f,,;ture sup;>lies are ayai1ub1e. 18 1.67 14 1.1:U:S 16 1.99 '27 :.05 i 22 2.00 19 1.92 123 :".71 1"4 2.CO 2A 1.92 I 19

lB. Support continuance of family fa=s as officiect r.anag""ent _.~-~ +--------j-- f- I I
1~71 20 1.83 25 1.91 18 1.S11 15 :.031 14 ~.7411 9 1.841'16 1..791119 1.93 20 1.771 14 1791 221·

___or_g_a_ni_z_n_ti_o_ns_.__~ ~ ......J.__+_+_-j_-f--+-t----,f--f----i--j-r::-+-+---+-t---+--f---+--t- --+.--+-~-+'--f----
19. Previde public tomk projects for those on publi.c assistance 1.87 26 2.08 A

until they finJ '\<.·ork. I 2.00 33 25 2.01 29 1.90 17 L::........\ 37 1.95 22 2.06 30 1.97 22 1.98 21 1.98 29

-------------------------1--:o=:-+--t--:=-+-~f__-+__+=+_-t_______j-_+==="f-_+-_+-t_-+_______j-_+-+--_+--t--f--f----

20. 1'.dopt and enforce strict cnerf'.Y consero;irog policies in i: (~ I G5' 1.81 14 1.~ 9 1.761 13 1.96 18
transportation, !<1:rG. use, ...nd building constn:!ction. I\:..'l-J I\.0J)

23. Encourage a decrense in th~ Ulie of <!.utcncbiles to S.1-ve Qnergy. Ai 20. 1.81 23 2.13 30 1.92 23 2.07 24 2.38 33 1.97 23 2.00 26 1.93 19 1.89 18 2.06 33

43 2.14 36 2.29 382.36 44 2.26 34 2.69 46 2.20 37 2.37 40 2.39 . 42
24. Encourage business to prm:ic.e I::.ore of the neec.ed public

services and facilities.

25. Provide equal fir.ar.cial support (the S2.l:e amount per student)
for public schools in all school districts in the state.

2.19

1. 95 32 2.34 44 A 412.33 391A 42 2.89 52

2.30 24

2.36 43 2.40 46 I/~ 39 2.43 43

2.11 35

2.40 51 2.37

2.62 55 2.43 2.39 44 2.27 35! 8 48

26. Restrict the sprm:l of residential <led coC!:ercial ceve10pment:
in rural areas.

27. Encourage maxi.I:tut1 production of cash grain products (~'heat,

soybeans. corn) for export.

28. Include t:Iore career-oriented education in cletle;ttary ane.
secondary schooIs.

1. 70 19 1.76 20 2.11 27 2.00 28 2.38 39 2.00 19

50 2.15 322.33 40 2.52 46 2.15 26

46 2.40 44 .25 37 2.20 30 1.89 14

1.99 27

2.32 39

2.26 36

2.07 31 1.98 23 1.84

2.25 38 2.29 36 2.19

17

35

2.17 36

2.24 40

2.28 43

1.93 17 8

29. Increase consun::er represe.ntation in health-care decisions
(such as rate setting).

30. Guarantee a iob for everyone in the state t:ho ~ants one.

31. Develop more year-reund scheol progrws.

32. Require the use of energy-saving construction methods and
materials for new homes.

1. 75 23 1.98

2.28 49 A
2.70 57 2.49

e

31 2.00 22 L89 21 2.20 30 2.22 27

47 2.59 522m 49 '10.5 52 :>& 51

52 2.37 402.36 43 2.44 42 ~ 36

1.62 86 5 0

2.07 29

W 50

2.45 48

1.81 20 2.12 30 2.02

2.44 50 2.42 43 2.48

25

52

45

1. 76 21

2.34 47

2.37 51

76



-
CHART 'B - Page Tva

ARe 18-24

KEY: OBelow 1.6 mean 03.0 Mean or above

I TOTAL RESPONSES

t::. Bi-moda1

21
\ Mean

Scar

ARe 25-34
92

Mean
Rank Score Rank

A2e 35-44
76

Mean
Score Rank

ARe 45-54 Age 55-64
60 64

Mean Mean
Score Rank Score Rank

Age 65+
29

Mean
Score Ran

2., 110

Mean Mean
Score Rank Score Rank

Dscussion Grou
Economic Environmenta

HU "UO

Mean Mean
Score Rank Score Rank

Social No GrouJ:

2.34 40 2.24 39

2.52 53 2.91 60 G 59 B 59 G 60 B 61 B 59 I B 59 ~ 59 B 60

2.47 54

2.19 38

2.93 59

2.02 31

1.65 12

1.65 111. 96 20

2.59 53

2.38 41

41 2.29 39

42

1.56

2.42

2.48 44

/"
1.60

11 i 1.83 22

49 ! 2.51 51

!("'\
12 !\1.49

47! 2.22 35 i 2.172.71

1.86

1.65 7 i 1.65

2.69 144 2.47

1.62 1.67

i
8)38

2.37 37

1. 63 10

2.17 29

1.64 11

1.59

35

14

10

38 2.43 41 2.63 i 43 2.35 41 ! 2.33 41

47

10

2.27

1.66

2.42

1.61

2.19

1.61

8
50

16

2. S3 55

40 2.02 33 2.15 31

33 1.62 12 11.88

G tv
1

10 1. 66 13 11. 62

2.14

2.00

2.05 38 2.22 39 !2.48 47

~I 60

IGJ

18

39. Adopt policies to encourage the recycling of non-renewable
resources (such as glass, alurei'Cum~ steel and chrot!e used in
cars) along with the creation of a ~arket for these rcaterials
in the state.

40. Develop Ninnesota's peat resources to help ~eet the state's
energy needs.

41. Develop senior citizens service centers throcghout the state.

38. Emphasize more individual responsibility for health care (such
as through good nutrition and exercise).

36. Establish and enforce strong cOI!tro1 t:leasures to protect the
state's lakes and stre~ froD pollution.

37. Encournge the expansion of employment opportunities throughout
Hinnesota.

35. Make a variety ·of educational opportunities available to persons
of all ages in schools or their homes through ad.vanced communica
tions (two-way te1evi.sion~ video tape. etc.)

34. Increase the number and y...inds of social services that govern
ment provides for people of l1innesota.

I/~

42. Increase opportunities for citizens to be involved in decision
making in the schools.

43. Develop fuel conservation policies that reduce present con:
sun:ption and assure long ri!nge scpplies.

44. Protect the farmer frot:! circct exposure to international
r.arkct uncertainties and variability.

45. Assure adequate legal counsel to all people in ci....--il court
C3ses (such as llk1.rriage cisso1utior. nne contract c.isputes).

1. 76 24

2.10 39

2.24 I 46

1. 97 30 :2.12,
r>.!e 3 11.61,
2.48 51 l2.66

I
2.32 43 )2.60

29

55

54

1.83

2.34

2.38

17 1.97 20

42 2.22 32

46 2.55 49

2.11

1. 75

2.23

I 25 1.9£ 26 ) 1.93 24

I i
29 ! 2.44 45 i 2.28 39

1 !
53 ; 2.52 51 i 2.34 42

2.07 27

2.52 45

2.66 54

2.03 27

2.29 38

2.50 47

1.83 24

Q'5
2.36 48

2.26 42

46. Develop greater cooperation 'l:eb;een privnte industry and
governtc.ent. ~ 47 1. 93 29 )2.00 23 1.88 20 2.06 23 2.28 i 30 1.95 21 12.08 34 1.88 16 2.15 32 1.97 28

47. Fncourage the construction of housir.g 'Hhich conserves lar.d
(such as town houses and condominiu..r:s).

11.94 I 31
i

1.68 16 p.15 32 2.05 2.59 ) 42
I i

1.99 28 i 2.04 29
I
2.08 28 2.03 28

I
1.92 25

10 1.67 14 11.74

4 G 9 ~.73

2.69 55 2.82 56 G 58 2.74 56 I/~ 53 2.90 57 ~ 57

1.65 13

~9
24 2.02 26

14 1.73 13

15 P 8

2.00

1.83

1.771. 62 12

i
24 11.81 21

1(\
13 I 1.47

19 i 1.97

14 ) 1.79 15

19 j 1. 71

2.00

2.00

1.891.94 18

1. 97 19

1. 75 12

24

10

13

1. 93

1. 61

1.62

24

11

10

k.041. 82 24241. 76

49. Protect land witl, high a~ricultural productivity froa losses
to non-agricultural activities, such as urban develcplllent.

50. Establish priorities for allocating energy resources~ such as
oil and gas.

51. Cuarantee all adult residents of incomes large enough to
meet their basic :ceeds.

48. 'Hake henlth care services in rural areas easier to get to.

52. Expand and ioprove programs to help alcoholics and other
chemica11y-dependent people.

1.90 30 2.07 35 2.21 36 2.06 31 2.13 28 2.07 24 2.10 31 2.08 32 2.18 31 2.16 33 1.96 27

53. Develop new public trunsportation systems.

54. Assure adequate health care for residents who cannot afford
to pay for it. L8l 28

1.91 27

1. 74 18

2.12

k.97
28

21

2.07

1.93

32

25

2.26 34

2.07 26

2.29

2.04

31

23

2.07 30

1.89 19

2.00 26

1.90 23

2.10

1.92

29

18

2.00 23

2.03 28

2.04 32

1. 73 18

55. Er.courage energy conservtttion through financitt1 incentives
(such as car pools, car licensing costs based on fuel ef
ficiency) •

1.86 29 8 1.80 13 1.82 16 1.84 15 1.89 14 1.73 14 1.72 15 1.73 13 1.78 16 1.66 15

56. Offer citizens a ,,-ide choice of housing types and locations.

57. Increase emphasis on education beyond college (graduate school.
training) •

2.57 54 2.22 38

2.84 59

2.36

2.81

39

58

2.34

2.81

41 2.67 50 2.81 49

58 B 58 1M 49

2.43 44

2.81 58

2.39 45 2.56 48

2.83 58 G 58

2.57 50

2.76 56

2.18 37

2.66 58

58. Develop a rapid transportation nen:ork to connect all major
cities of the state.

2.15 42 2.58 56 2.55 51 2.45 48 2.79 54 I R 56 2.54 53 2.66 56 2.65 50 2.59 50 2.52 55

59. Provide day care centers for children of 'Working parents~ 2.21 44 2.29 41 2.44 45 2.63 54 2.75 51 2.71 47 2.54 52 2.34 42 2.62 49 2.48 45 2.36 49

60. Limit mining expansion in order to protect lo.-;Uderness areas~

61. Provide public financial support. for culture and the arts.

1.5J 15 1.93 28 2.11 26

2.00 33 f.3~ 48 2.49 48

1.97 26 2& 44 2.46 38 2.14 32 1.95 25 2.24 33

2.58 53 2.78 53 J:....~ 59 2.62 54 2.4 49 2.65 51

2.03 30

2.68 54

1.96 26

2.47 53

62. Provide better consumer information so that individuals can
make better decisions on personal. e>.""penditures~ such as for
housing~ food, clothing.

,8 14 1.80 22 1.92 20 1.84 18 2.10 27 2.36 32 1.98 25 1.7 17 2.00 24 1.9 22 1. 75 20
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APPENDIX F .
.... "ESTATE GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBILITY 2: co eW 0 0FOR FUTURE TASKS ~ co

~

2: ~ ~

cr a E
~This matrix attempts to assign responsibilities for future w > E .§> '" E 0tasks (identified on Page 46 ) to state government agen- 0 2:- -0 Z '" u -:S::> Q) Ecies, based upon general descriptions of responsibility in Cl Cfl Cl. ::> Cl ::>"E Cl. U. 'u 8 e <l::w -0 co ~ e Q) .~the State Functional Analysis Report No.3, prepared by .... e co u ~ e ::> " co ~co 0

'6 'co "E ~
0 e 'i= e Q)

the Bureau of Program, Management and Budget Coordi· <l:: ....I co
~ e U 0 0 .~.... e co E C e -0

c<l Cl co 0 co
~ a -nation of the State Department of Administration in Cfl e 0 ~

.-
I Q) co E Q)

'" ~ u
~ e e

-D > E Q) ~
Q) 0 coApril 1975. This should not be considered as a precise u. Q)

"E Q; e Q) c Q) "E co " ~ s u u.
0 u

Q) .2 'E -5 .- Cl :::l e Cl. :::l .~ 'E 0"E c co ~ ~ co co 0 e edetermination of who should who should not have Q) c "§ ~ co .0 "E 0 Cl.or .... co 0 '0, ~ x -2 - E
0 "E u a; Q) E e 0 0

0 'u co e Q) g e 0 co .;:
> co >

~
Cfl 0 co .~ .~responsibility for the tasks identified. The intent here 2: co Cfl 0 e e E w 0 u 0 co Q) Q) 0 " ~ co co> w "E > 0 E e ...., UW '0 u .~

~
Q)

E u e e
~ ~ ~ Cl 0 co

Q) e e " "is to compare, in a general way, the present structu ral ~
~ e

.~
u E tJ co U

.~ co Q) 0 0 e 0
co <l:: Cl Q) Q) ~ ~ :::l :::l

B ~ 0 Cl.. e e ~ -0 -0.... > co .~

Z
....,

> 0 u u t' .~ .~ e 0 0 "£ ~
.~ 0 <l:: E E a a w w >capability of state government with of the tasks ....,

:::l U co co ~ -0 :gsome cr " E e '" Cl.. C. Q) :::l .~ .~ E .~ e > Q) coe co
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FUTURE TASKS

1. Meet future energy needs •
2. Manage land and water resources • • • •
3. Conserve non·renewable resources •
4. Develop renewable resources • •
5. Encourage durability of consumer products •
6. Promote socially/environmentally beneficial decisions

7. Encourage individual responsibility

8. Take account of personal freedom

9. Take account of value conflicts

10. Evaluate individual/social/economic/envi ronmental trade·offs

11. Consider prefe.rences, expectations, values • •
12. Establish overall state guidelines •
13. Make comprehensive information available •
14. Assess needs, set action priorities •
15. Measure policy costs and benefits •
16. Anticipate unintended policy impacts

17. Foresee/evaluate emerging needs • •
18. Develop flexible decision making

19. Improve citizen participation

20. Set standards for human services • • • • • • •
21. Develop public/private relationships • •
22. Generate capital resources • •
23. Determine qualitative measures of human progress

24. Establish contingency plans

25. Influence external policy
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Historical Society

Horticultural Society.. Human Rights.. Indian Affairs Commission

Investment Board.. .. .. .. Iron Range Resources & Rehabilitation Commission

Labor and Industry.. Lieutenant Governor

Liquor Control.. +- Livestock Sanitary Board

Mediation Services

Medical Examiners Board

Military Affairs.. Minnesota Educational Computing Consortium

Minnesota Housing Finance Agency

Minnesota Safety Council

Minnesota State Retirement System.. Minnesota Wisconsin Boundary Commission

Municipal Commission.. • Natural Resources.. Nursing Board

Nursing Home Administration Board

Office of Economic Opportunity

Optometry Board

Personnel

Pharmacy Board

Podiatry Board.. • Pollution Control Agency

Psychology Board

Publ ic Defender

R.E.R.A.

Public Safety

Pu blic Service.. Public Welfare

Revenue

Secretary of State

Sibley House

Society for Prevention of Cruelty.. Southern Minnesota River Basins Commission

State Arts Council

State Board of Assessors

State Auditor

State College Board

State Ethics Commission.. .. • .. .. .. .. .. State Planning Agency

State Treasurer

Tax Court

Teacher's Retirement Association

United Spanish American War Veterans

University of Minnesota.. Veterans Affairs.. Veterans Home

Veterans of Foreign Wars

Veterinary Examining Board

Watchmakers Board.. Water Resources Board

Zoological Board
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changing values

List of greatness

APPENDIX G
SELECTED OPINION POLLS

along with other countries," which
jumps from 12th place to seventh
place for the future.

Two attributes that the public
feels were highly important to the
nation's past greatness are also
considered crucial for the future,
however. At the top of the list is
"industrial know-how artd scien
tific progress." A second key item
is "allowing people to own private
property. ' ,

These Rational attributes also
. are becoming increasingly impor
tant in determining future great
ness:

"Living under a system of guar
anteed in d i v i d u a I freedom" is
viewed as the fourth most impJr
tant contributor from the past. It
jumps to second place for the days
ahead.

The right to mobilit~ is thought
to be fifth most important in the
past but moves up to fourth place
for the future.

"People of different idc:as reo
specting the rights of :Jthers" ranks
eighth among elements of the past.
For the future, the commitment to
pluralism moves to seventh.

Equality .of opportunity moves
from a ranking of lIth as a past
contributor to greatness to eighth
for the future.

"A free, unlimited education tJ
oIl qualified" moves from lOth
place to ninth.
LOUIS HARRIS has been engaged in pub

lic opinion research for more than 25
k~~rrs~s:~;~~~I1Zing In political and mar-

In the survey, the pllb!ic was
asked if it thought each of 23 na
fional attributes had been a "ma
jor" or "minor" contributor to past
greatness or hardly a contributor at
aU. The questions about the future
were phrased in a similar way.

. -The results suggest the change in
Values that is taking place in the

'l:nid-!970s:

In contrast to the declining im
portance of military po\ver is the
growing value the public attrihutes
to the United States' ability "to get

The military stren~th is viewed
as a key element in the past great
ness by 80 percent. Looking to the
future, however, only 73 percent
see it as a key. This means that
ltlilitary defense has fallen from

'sixth to lIth place in importance.

•. In the past, the public believes,
·.~ich natural resources and a hard
-.Working people were two main rea-
sons for national greatness. Nine
ty-one percent consider natural re

. sources a vital contributor in the
past. But only 79 percent see them
as the key to America's future,
causing this attribute to slip from
first to fifth place in importance.
"Hard-w:Jrking peonle" is seen by
87 percent as a major cause of past
greatness, but only 78 percent see
it as a keN to the future. "Hard
work" has' fallen from the third
most important contributor to sixth
place as a key national trait.

Harris
Survey

suggestscauses

.,,,,.NEW YORK - The Ame,'inn
::llQblic seems to feel that econor.tic.
hinaterial and military power con-

tributed most to American's gre8t
"1Jllss in the past, the Harris Survey
Yl'eports. In looking tJ the future,
-:however, the public is concerned
'--about social justice and the quality
·M life.
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Change favored over shortages Few are enthusiastic
on Legislature's work

81

Resu!ts of such surveys are subject
to sampling error. For a random
i'ample of this size, it is possible
to say that the error will not ex·
ceed 'ahout -1, percentage points ei
ther \Va\'. SincE' this sample is tak·
en only from telephone owners,
the error may be slightly larger
than for a completely random sam
ple. For subsamples of the entire
survey-for example, the opinion
of independent voters <lInne-the
error could be l<lrger.

Others who were more critical t.han
average included pea pie from
households where the yearly in
come exceeds $15,000 and people
living in outstate cities.

When a balanced sampling of Min
nesotans was interviewed [ace-I,,
face a year ago about the 1975 ses'
sian, which involved most of the
same lawmakers, the ratings werE'
almost identical to the curl' e n t
ones: excellent, I %; good. 22%;
only fair, 47%; poor, 14%; nnt
i'ure, 16%..

Though critical of the entire Legl:-
lature, people in the 1975 study
tended to feel they personally were
well represented in St. Paul.

This Minnesota Poll is based on
telephone interviews with 606 men
and women over 18 throughout
Minnesota. As a scientifically bas
ed opinion survey, it provides an
approximation of the response thaI
could be expected if .all adult Min
nesotans had been interviewed.

of 73 percent unfavorable. Th~t

compares with 62 percent unfavor
able for all Minnesotans.

Minnesota
Poll

To gauge the public's reaction. poll
interviewer~ phoned a sampling of
li06 men and women last month
and asked:

Excellent performance
by Legislature 1%

Good 20
Only fair ....•.•• ,............ 48
Poor HI
Not sure 17

100%

All types of state residents analyz
ed in the survey were more critical
than they were favorable about the
session. Those who were more fav
orable than average included Min
nesotans under 26 years of age,
Demo('ratic-Farmer-Laborites, lib
erals and residents of northern
Minnesota.

The session was adjourned April 7
amid bitter controversy between
the House and Senate over legisla
tion for a new sports stadium and
for a tax rebate. Many legislators
themselves were openly critical of
the way business before the Legis
lature was conducted.

"The Minllesota Legislatur(' re
('entiy finished it.~ 1976 sei'sioll.
Considering the session as n "I'holl?
would you rate the performance nf
the Legislature this year a.' ('.':('('{
lent, good, only fair, or poor?"

The replies:

For every Minnesotan who thinks
the 1976 session of the Legislature
was excellent or good, there are
three others who rate it poor or
only fair, the Minneapolis Tribune's
Minnesota Poll finds.

Independent voters were the most
criti~ of the Legislature. Fifty
percent of them. rated this year's
session onlv fair and an additional
33 percent ·said it was poor, a total

houses with extr,: room., that are
seldom used"; 66 perc('nt would
support "doing away with second
houses where peopl" go weekends
~nct V;lC'1tlons ll

; a 57 percent major
ity wnu!ri like to sec it "made much
c!1eapcr to live ill multiple-unit
apart n.ents thJ.n in smgle houses."

THE PAPER 'll1d p:H'kil;.:ing area
is also one rh:1t the public views
itS hein;:: wasteful. Ni:lety-two per
cent SiN they ,;,ould he willing to
"reduce the. ·amount or paper tow
cis. h:lgS, tiSSlIl'S, napkins, cups
and other disposab1c-s to save en
ergy and to cut pollution." A gO
pl'rcent majorit,· would support
"cutting clown sklrplv fll1 the plas
tic r.ac:s rtnet r~ckaging that most
prOc!ucls ~r,: ~nicj in,'; and &3 [lcr
cent would opr for "using wood
and natural fibers f<lr packaging
products."

In the a'.;tom01 ive area, rl2 per
cent would he wlllim: to "eliminate
annual model ch'lngcs in automo
biles," and 79 percent would agree
to "drive ca;'s to 100,000 miles be
fore junkll1g them."

When faced with the argument
that "if pcople buy le:,s. then less
will bp. produced, am! that could
mean fewer jobs," .6·Q percent said
they would be wiiiing to work
shGrter haUl'S to shHe the work
that would remain (21 percent dis
agreed).

But 4R p'i'rcent balk at the no
tion of taking a cut in pay for
their shorter work week. though
40 percent say they would.

L9UIS HARR1S has been enj:a$:ed In pub.
lie opir.ion researeh for more than 25
years, specializins: in political and mar
ket re,eareh.

Harris
Survey

>lEW YORK-Americans would.
rather change their lifestyle than
f~ce the prospect of continued in
flation. shorta;::es and repeated re
cessIOns.

A majority of a cross-section of
1,497 adults surveyed recently gave
these reasons for their choice:

"It is better to chilnge the way
we live than to risk economic trou
hie."

"Such a chan,::e is the 0!11y way
to cut down 'inflationary pres
sures."

"\Ve don't need all we now buy
to still live well."

"We're too materialistic and
spoiled and we waste too much."

Sixty-one percent think it is
"morally wrong" for the people of
the United States. who comprise. 6
percent of tlle world's population,
to consume an estimated 40 percent
of the world's outrlUt of energy and
raw materials. Twenty-three per
cent disagree. Plus, the public re
ports that it is ready to cut back
consumption to correct what 68
percent feel are "wasteful" buying
habits.

To reduce grain and meat con
sumpr.ion. !l I percenl are willing to
h:1\'e one meatless doY a week (7
percent are not), 91 percent would
agree to eat more vegetables and
less meat for protein (7 percent are
not) and 7R percent would agree
to stop feeding "all-beef products"
to pets (15 percent would not).

Ninety percent \I'Quld be wi111llg
to "do a,v?y with changing cloth
ing fashions ev('ry year" (7 pe:'Cent
would not) and 73 percent would
agree to "wear old clothes, even if
tIley shine, until they wear out" t22
percent would 110t).

III housing. people appear to he
ready for quite radic;}l changes:
Seventy-three percent would favor
"prohibiting the building of large
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Here Is how the "trust Index"
looks over-all and wit h men and
women separated:

(Four categories were then created:
Very trusting, plus 6 to plus 3;
somewhat trusting, plus 2 or plus
1; somewhat cynical, 0 to minus 2;
very cynical, minus 3 to minus 6.)

"You can generally believe what
you read in the newspapers."

"You can generally believe what
you see and hear on TV news
programs."

trust-cynicism figures were found
when respondents were separated
by political party affiliation and by
ideological preferences.

Those who identified themselves
as Republicans were markedly less
cynical than either DFLers or in
dependents. Sixty-one percent of
Republicans fell into either the
"somewhat cynical" nr "very cyn
ical" categories, while 70 percent
of both DFLers -·and independents
were classified that way.

The most marked variations in
cynicism-trust ratings among the
sample was found between differ
ent age groups. Forty-four percent
of those 18·25 and 40 percent of
those 26-34 fell into either the
"somewhat trusting" or "very
trusting" groups.

By contrast, only 26 percent of
these· between 50 and 64 are in
that category.

The only other statistically signifi
cant variations from the over-all

424041

19 20 19
12 16 9

100% 100% 100%

All
Adults Men Women

28 24 30Very cynical
Somewhat

cynical
Somewhat

trusting
Very trusting

Each person questioned was scored
on a scale of plus 1 for each state
ment he agreed with, minus 1 for
each statement he disagreed with
and 0 if he had no opinion or was
unsure. The sum of the six replies
placed each respondent somewhere
on a 13-point scale running from
plus 6 to minus 6, with zero
counted as the midpoint.

Continued from page lA

of statements with which re
spondents were asked to agree or.
disagree:

···.Y'Oij can generally trust what an.
elected official says."

"Elections are less important than
they used to be. "

"Elected officials don't pay atten
tion to what their constituents
think."

"You can generally believe adver
tising claims."

These findings emerge from a
study of data collected by the Min
neapolis Tribune's Minnesota Poll
and reported in Sunday's Tribune.
That report dealt with state resi
dents' views on elections, elected
officials, television news, news
papers and advertising claims, as
well as social issues.

Using the replies to the six politi
cal and media questions in that
survey, a "trust index" was con
structed by Quayle, Ple:sser & Co.,
the Poll's consultants.

70% distrust
our poUti'cal
institutions,
mass media

Minnesota
Poll

Copyright 1976 Minneooolla Tribune

Nearly seven out of every 10
Minnesotans are distrustful to
some degree of their political In
stitutions and the mass media.

Despite the view of many· older
people that the young are most
critical of today's society, young
Minnesotans - by a wide margin
- are the least distrustful of any
age group in the s,tate.

And the middle.aged and elderly,
regarded by some young people as
defenders of the status quo, are
the most cynical about political
and media institutions.

The six questions were in the form

Poll continued on Page 6A
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